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of ’■ azablar âghdsi. He gained great fame through his 
corsair activities in the western Mediterranean, so 
that in 900/1495 Bayezid II took him and his nephew 
Piri Re3is into the Ottoman service at a salary of 
20 akcas per day. In the following year, he conveyed 
to Alexandria the income of the awkäf of Adana and 
Tarsus for the Holy Places of Arabia; on his return 
he was attacked by the Knights of Rhodes in the vi­
cinity of the island, but defeated them (Kemâl Paşha- 
zäde, Ta’rlkh-i Äl-i lOthmän, Ali Emiri, VIII. Defter. 
No. 32, f. 76a). He took part in the Inebakhti (Ayna- 
bakhtl) campaign in 904/1499, and he and Burak Re’Is 
commanded the two newly-built large battle ships 
(kilke) which were among the Ottoman fleet at that 
battle under the supreme command of the Admiral 
or Küçük Däwüd Pasha. Kemâl Re’Is’s duties in this 
battle were to prevent the Venetians giving'support 
by sea, and thus assist the beylerbeyi of Rumeli, 
Kodja Mustafâ Pasha, who was besieging the fortress 
of Inebakhti by land. During the sea battle near the 
island of Sapienza on 19th Dhu ’1-Hidjdja i499/28th 
July 1499, the Venetians, thinking that they were 
attacking Kemâl Re’is, mistakenly attacked Burak 
ReTs’s ship, which also had on board the sandfakbeyi 
of Yefiişhehir, Kemâl Bey; Buräk Re’is managed to 
set the enemy ships on fire with naphtha, though he 
himself and his ship perished. The island of Sapienza 
was later renamed Buräk Reüs island. Kemâl Re’îs, 
meanwhile, took up a position near the coast and 
prevented the Venetian fleet from landing troops be­
hind the Ottoman forces. In the following month he 
secured several further victories over the Venetians, 
and played a great role in the capture of Inebakhti 
and later of Modon, Koron and Navarino by the Otto­
mans; for his activities in these battles see Şafâ’I, 
Feth-nâme-yi Inebakhti ve Modon, Topkapı Sarayı 
Kütüphanesi, Revan 1271). He was busy with corsair 
activities in the western and central Mediterranean 
during the summer of 906-7/1501, and returned to 
Istanbul in the autumn of that year. Among the rich 
booty and prisoners taken was the Duke of Catanzaro, 
and for the ransom of this person 5,000 gold pieces 
were demanded (H. J. Kissling, Sultan Bayezid I I .'s 
Beziehungen zu Markgraf Francesco II. von Gonzaga, 
in Münchener Universitätsschriften, Reihe der Philo­
sophischen Fakültät, Munich 1965, i; for the emended 
Italian translation, see Francesco II Gonzago ed il 
Sultano Bayezid II, in Archivio Slorico Italiano, 1967, 
i, 34-68; Kissling, Betrachtungen über die Flotten­
politik Sultan Bayezids I I  1481-1512, in Saeculum, 
xx/i, 35-43). It was probably after this success that 
his daily allowance was increased to 50 akias. (Kiss­
ling, Zur Tätigkeit des Kemäl-Re'is im Westmittel­
meer, in WZKM, lxii (1969), 155. He died duFİng 
a campaign in 917/1511 when his ship was caught in 
in a storm and sank; by that time, his daily allowance 
was 100 aklaş (Topkapı Sarayı Müzesi Arşivi, E. 
4661). Notable is his introduction of long-range can­
non for the ships of the Ottoman navy.
B ibliograph y, in addition to references 
given in the article, see Piri Re’is, Kitâb-i Bafi- 
riyye, Introd. and ed. by Fevzi Kurdoğlu- 
Haydar Alpagot, Istanbul 1935, i-viii; J. H. Mordt- 
mann, Zur Lebensgeschichte von Kemâl ReHs, in 
MSOS, Berlin 1929, 39-49; H. A. v. Burski, Kemal 
Reis, Ein Beitrag zur Geschichte des türkischen Flotte, 
Bonn 1928; H. J. Kissling, Kcmäl-ReHs und der 
Duca di Catanzaro, in Festschrift für Werner Caskel, 
Leiden 1968, 202-11; ismet Parmaksızoğlu, Kemal 
’ Reis, m î A. . (Ne ja t  G ö yü n ç)
KEM AL TAH IR (demİr), m odern T u r k ­
ish n o v e lis t (1910-1973). Born on 13 March 1910
in Istanbul, his father’s family came originally from 
Alişar village of Şebinkarahisari (in north-eastern 
Anatolia), where most of their relatives still live. 
They were known as Demircioğulları, hence the family 
name Demir, which however Kemal Tahir never used 
in his writings. His father Tâhir Efendi (d. 1957), a 
naval officer risen from the ranks, was an aide-de- 
camp to the Sultan (khiinkâr yaveri), and also worked 
in the carpentry shop of the Y ıldız Palace (a privileged 
position, as cabinet-making was cAbd al-Hamid II’s 
great hobby). He married Nüriyye Khanlm, a 
sarâyll, a Circassian girl from Adapazarı brought up 
in the Palace and attached to the Sultan’s household. 
Tâbir Efendi was retired from the navy as lieutenant 
following the Revolution of 1908, but was called up 
again during the Balkan War of 1912 and again at 
the outbreak of World War I. Wounded at the 
Dardanelles (1915), he served, behind the front, in 
various military hospitals in Anatolia until he was 
retired in 1918, when he settled in Istanbul in his 
brother’s home and made his living working as a 
carpenter on construction projects. Kemal Tahir 
attended various primary schools following his 
movements, and continued his education in Istanbul. 
In 1923 he entered Galatasaray (the leading high 
school modelled on the French lycée), but he had 
to give up his studies in 1926 when his mother died 
and he had to earn his own living. Between 1927-32 
he worked as a clerk in lawyers’ offices and in other 
odd jobs and eventually settled in journalism, 
working in various newspapers and magazines as 
proof-reader, translator, secretary and editor. In 
1937 he married Irfan Hamm, a teacher.
His interest in socialist ideas and literature and 
his close friendship with the famous left-wing poet 
Nazim Hikmet, brought him into conflict with the 
government during the rigorous conformist period of 
the single-party régime. He was accused, together 
with his friends, of spreading subversive ideas and 
inciting to mutiny in the Navy (through his brother 
Nuri, who was a naval N.C.O.) and was sentenced 
by a naval court to 15 years imprisonment (1938). 
He spent the first two years of his term in an Istanbul 
prison; then he was transferred with Nazım Hikmet 
to Çapkın where they spent 16 months together. In 
the meantime, he was divorced from his wife. Kemal 
Tahir spent the years 1941-50 in the prisons of Mala­
tya, Corum (five years) and Nevşehir until his release 
following the general amnesty of 1950. He settled in 
Istanbul in the summer of the same year. He brought 
with him the drafts and sketches of half a dozen novels 
and several thousands of pages of notes as materials 
for further works.
The first five years in Istanbul were a bitter 
struggle for survival. Under a dozen pseudonyms, 
Kemal Tahir busily produced or translated a great 
number of detective stories and adventure novels 
which were serialized in various popular dailies. 
Semiha Hamm, his second wife, contributed to the 
family budget by working as a dressmaker. Following 
the anti-Greek riots of September 1955, Kemal Tahir 
was arrested with a number of left-wing suspects, as 
the incident was thought to be in some quarters a 
communist conspiracy. He was released after six 
months’ detention. The year 1955 is a turning point 
in his career, as it saw the publication of two of his 
books (see below). The same year he set up, together 
with the humorist writer Aziz Nesin, the publishing 
house Düşün. Kemal Tahir spent the remaining 
years of his life revising and publishing his drafts 
and writing new novels and developing his contro­
versial ideas and theories on historical, political,
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literary and social problems. His health declined, 
and he died unexpectedly on 21 April 1973, leaving 
many incomplete works, particularly his pet project 
of a historical novel on the famous 15th century rebel 
Shavkh Bedr ed-Din.
Like most writers of his generation, Kemal Tahir 
started with poetry. His early experiments were pub­
lished in Abdullah Cevdet’s Içtihad and were, charac­
teristically, poems on social themes (Bardaki Kadın­
lar, “ Women at the Tavern” , No. 318, April 1931; 
Açın Türküsü, “The song of the Hungry” , No. 320, 
May 1931, etc.). These were followed in the early 
1930s by poems of symbolist inspiration (then very 
popular) in the avant-garde literary review Varlık. 
Later, under Nazim Hikmet’s influence, he returned 
to social themes and wrote poems in free verse which 
he published under the pseudonyms of Cemalettin 
Mahir and Ismail Kemalettin in the review Ses
(1938-9)-
In the meantime, he had been contributing popular 
short stories and novels to the weekly Yedi Gün (1935- 
40). But his short stories, which revealed his talent, 
were written in 1940 and serialised in the daily Tan 
in 1941 under the pseudonym Cemalettin Mahir (first 
edition in book form under his own name: Göl 
İnsanları, Istanbul 1955). These are powerful 
sketches of the life of peasants and working class 
people.
Kemal Tahir never returned to the short story, 
and he serialised his first novel Sağırdere (under the 
pseudonym Kiirduman) in 1950 (published in book 
form under his own name in 1955). In this first novel, 
he describes the everyday life, customs and manners 
of peasants in their own surroundings (a Central 
Anatolian village near Corum) and in the city where 
they come to find work. This is a forerunner of his 
series of village novels and opens an important phase 
in the Turkish “ peasant literature” , which began to 
gather momentum in the 1930s. Then followed his 
Esir Şehrin İnsanları (“ People of the Captive City” ), 
which was serialised in the Istanbul daily Yeni 
Istanbul in 1952-3 and published in 1956. This work 
opens the series of “ period novels” in Kemal Tahir’s 
career. It is the story of Istanbul under the Allied 
occupation in 1920-2 and of the bitter struggle 
between the supporters of the Anatolian Nationalists 
and the men of the Sultan’s government subservient 
to the occupying powers. The untypical hero of the 
novel is a young diplomat, Kâmil Bey, the son of a 
wealthy Hamidian Pasha, who has spent most of 
his life in Europe and who, on his return to Istanbul 
becomes a millidji, a supporter of the Nationalist 
cause, to the indignation of his wife who typifies 
the collaborationist, wealthy “ society” women. 
The hero is in strong contrast with the type of 
“ Westernising snob” frequently ridiculed by many 
earlier Turkish novelists, e.g. Huseyn Rahmi.
From 1956 until his death, Kemal Tahir produced 
a dozen novels in these two categories. Outstanding 
among them a re : Rahmet Yolları Kesti, (“ The Rain 
Blocked the Roads” , 1957), written in answer to 
Yasar Kemal’s best-seller İnce Memed (1955, Engl. tr. 
Memed My Hawk, 1961) where the brigand-hero is 
idealised, whereas Kemal Tahir tries to kill by ridic­
ule the romantic-epic conception of brigands and re­
jects the idea that “ these former deserters and crim­
inals” can lead popular movements or can be real 
friends of the oppressed; and Yorgun Savaşçı (“ The 
Tired Warrior” , 1965), perhaps his best novel. It is, 
in a way, the epic of the generation of the officers 
who, after the restoration of the Constitution in 1908, 
went through a series of ordeals: the War in Tripoli
with Italy, 1911; the Balkan Wars, 1912-13; and 
World War I, culminating in the collapse of the 
Empire, the Greek invasion of Western Anatolia and 
the occupation of Istanbul by the Allies. The novel 
tells the story how some of these “ tired warriors” 
rushed to Anatolia to form the nucleus of resistance 
and fought desparately until Mustafa Kernal’s 
organised movement, which gradually became the 
master of the situation, took over. Devlet Ana 
(“ Mother State” , 1967) is a historical novel which 
caused much controversy in the press. It explores 
the circumstances which, in the late 13th century, 
led to the birth of the Ottoman State between 
the declining Byzantium and the disintegrating 
Seljuk power. “ The generous and just State” 
realized by the early Ottomans, “ towards which Mus­
lims and Christians alike flocked to seek security and 
welfare” , as described in the'early Ottoman chroni­
cles, is the basis of the author’s “ Ottomanist” thesis. 
This version of “ Ottoman revivalism” which he 
pioneered in literature, rejects everything alien and 
imposed on the Turkish culture and maintains that 
the secret of a regeneration is to be found in the 
“perfect”  Ottoman system. In this novel, Kemal 
Tahir experimented, with unequal success, with a 
style which is mainly inspired by that of the 15th 
century chronicles and religious-epic folk stories. 
In other novels, important issues or episodes of 
contemporary Turkish history are discussed ela­
borately, with an approach which is usually different 
from the received or current versions. The village 
Institutes, an attempt to realize mass education 
of the peasantry (Bozkırdaki Çekirdek, “ The Seed in 
the Steppe” , 1967); the 1926 Unionist conspiracy 
against Mustafa Kemal (Kurt Kanunu, “ Wolves’ 
Law” , 1969); the short-lived Liberal Party (Serbest 
Fırka) experiment of 1930 (Yol Ayrımı, “ Cross- 
Roads” , 1971); etc.
Kemal Tahir kept alive the interest and curiosity 
of his reading public by constantly dwelling on sub­
jects and personalities which have always been a 
centre of heated controversy: East versus West, 
tradition versus innovation, the value of the Islamic 
and Ottoman heritage for Modern Turkey; respon­
sibility for military, political and economic setbacks 
and cultural stagnation since the Tanzimat; cAbd 
al-Hamid II and his policies; the Unionist leaders and 
the real nature of their party; and lastly, Atatürk, 
his companions, his reforms and the Republican 
era which he inaugurated.
Kemal Tahir’s approach to all these matters is 
rather emotional and biased. His admiration for cAbd 
al-Hamid II (already rehabilitated by some modern 
historians) and his reign, and his lack of enthusiasm 
for the 19th century reformers, for the Young Turks, 
and particularly for Atatürk, may perhaps be partly 
explained by his family background and his personal 
experiences. He never lived in Anatolia for any length 
of time, and his observations of peasantry are limited 
to his long years of association with the inmates of 
Central Anatolian prisons. His subjects of study were, 
by necessity, offenders of various types: bandits, 
murderers, thieves, forgers, sexual criminals, etc. 
This circumstance was bound to condition him when 
he judged and made generalisations on the way of life, 
problems and moral values of peasants and conditions 
in villages.
Kemal Tahir’s language and style differ consider­
ably from his contemporaries. His peasants do not 
speak a local dialect, as is the case with most “ village 
novelists” . Also, he almost ignores the language re­
form movement and avoids, most of the time, the
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use of neologisms and prefers a “ moderate” style 
close to that of the preceding generation. On the other 
hand, he has a repertory of colloquial or slang words 
and expressions, and his pet pseudo-archaic forms, 
which he likes to use indiscriminately on all occasions, 
and his many diverse characters have often disturb­
ingly identical speech habits. In his novels the plot 
is often a pretext to put forward his ideas, and in 
every novel there are one of two characters who use 
every occasion to defend, at length, the author’s 
familiar theses. Many of his novels consist conse­
quently of loosely’connected political arguments or 
didactic tirades.
There can be no doubt, however, that Kemal Tahir 
ranks among the leading and most remarkable writers 
of modem Turkey, a writer who invited his readers 
to re-think on vital issues of Turkish political and 
cultural life, who experimented in the use of elements 
of classical and popular Turkish prose, thought to 
be dead wood by many, and who left two or three 
novels which will always be considered among the 
best of his time.
B ib lio g ra p h y : Tahir Alangu, Cumhuriyetim 
sonra hikâye ve roman iii, İstanbul 1965; Behçet 
Necatigil, Edebiyatımızda isimler sözlüğü, İstan­
bul 1972; idem, Edebiyatımızda eserler sözlüğü, 
İstanbul 1971 (critical summaries of some of Kemal 
Tahir’s works, see index); Fahir İz, in Cassell's 
encyclopaedia of world literatureJ, ii, London 
1973, s.v.; Mehmet Şeyda (ed.), Türk romanı 
(an open forum on Tahir and Devlet ana), Istanbul 
1969; Aytekin Yakar, Türk romanında milli müca­
dele, Istanbul 1973 : Türkiye defteri, no. 6, April 
1974 (a special issue on Tahir: important bio­
graphical and critical notes by a number of writers); 
Hulusi Dosdoğru, Batı aldatmacalığı ve putlara 
karşı Kemal Tahir, Istanbul 1974 (with selections 
from his novels). (Fa h Ir  İz).
KEMÂLIYYE. [see EĞİN]
KEMÂNKESlI (“Archer” ), ‘ alî pash a , O tto ­
man G rand V iz ie r . Born in the district of 
Hamid-ili in Anatolia, he came to Istanbul and was 
trained in the palace service from which he emerged 
with an appointment as beylerbeyi of Diyar Bakr with 
the rank of vizier, probably in 1029/1620. Difficulties 
arising over his executing a well-known provincial 
official without reference to Istanbul caused his trans­
fer to the governorship of Baghdad, where he remained 
for about a year before being dismissed and retiring 
to the vicinity of Kaysâriyya. Returning to Istanbul 
following the death of 'Othmân II (Radjab 1031/May 
1622), he was made a lesser (either fourth or third) 
vizier and subsequently replaced the Grand Vizier 
Mere Husayn Pasha, who was turned out of office in 
Dhu 31-Ka'da 1032/August 1623.
Though there were serious problems in various 
parts of the empire during 'All Pasha’s vizierate 
(the rebellion of Abaza Mefımed Paşha [q.v.] continued 
in Anatolia, for example, and Baghdad fell to the 
Safawid ruler §hâh 'Abbas I), he appears to have 
concerned himself mainly with affairs in Istanbul. 
Fie played a leading role in the second deposition of 
the incompetent sultan Muştafâ I (Dhu d-Ka'da 
1032/September 1623), but is otherwise chiefly 
remembered in the sources for his attempts to secure 
his position, building a sizeable fortune through 
such means as bribery and the sale of offices and 
attempting to undermine those whom he felt to 
threaten him. With the encouragement of his father- 
in-law, the highranking scholar Bostân-zâde Meljmed 
Efendi, he succeeded in bringing about the dismissal 
of the Shaykh al-Isldm Zekeriyyâ-zâde Yahya
I Efendi, who had offended him by alluding in con- 
) versation to his susceptibility to bribery; he was 
unable, however, to obtain that post for his father- 
in-law, an aim which, had it been achieved, might 
have resulted in a dangerous concentration of 
power. He was less successful in his moves against 
two former Grand Viziers, Gürdjü Mehmed Pasha 
and Khalil Pasha: having arrested them on the 
pretext of supposed subversive letters to Abaza 
Paşha, he refused to produce the letters for in­
spection when challenged and the two men were 
set free. The immediate cause for his dismissal and 
execution on 14 Djurnâdâ II 1033/3 April 1624 is said 
to have been his attempt to conceal from Murâd IV 
the news of the fall of Baghdad. His considerable 
possessions were confiscated and his body buried in 
the grounds of the 'Atik 'Ali Pasha Mosque in 
Istanbul.
B ibliography: The Negotiations of Sir
Thomas Roe in his Embassy to the Ottoman Porte, 
from the year 1621 to 1628 inclusive, London 
1740, 173-4, 179, 230; Peiewl, Ta’rikh, ii, 397- 
401; Kâtib Celebi, Fedhleke, ii, 38-9, 52; Na'Ima, 
Ta'rikh, ii, 260-6, 296-8; 'Othmân-zâde Ahmed 
Tâ’ib, Hadikat al-wuzara', Istanbul 1271, 72; 
Aywansarayi Hiiseyn, Hadikat al-dfauıâmi', Istan­
bul 1281, i, 150; lA , s.v. (by M. Münir Aktepe).
(R. C. R e p p )
KENÂ. [see k u n a )
KEN'ÂN PASHA, also nicknamed Sari (“ pale- 
faced” ) and Topal (“ Lame” ), High A dm iral 
(,Kapuddn Pasha, [?.!/.)) under the Ottoman Sultan 
Mebemmed IV, d. 1069/1659. He originated from the 
northeastern shores of the Black Sea (Russian or Cir­
cassian?) and came as a slave into the service of 
Baklrdji Ahmad Paşha, Ottoman governor of Egypt. 
On the latter’s execution he was taken by Sultan 
Murâd IV into the Palace and educated there. He 
was promoted to be Agha of the stirrup-holders 
(Rikdb-ddr aghast) (Chronicle of Wedjihi, f. 91b of the 
Vienna MS.), became a favourite of Sultan Ibrahim 
after his accession (1049/1640) and married his 
daughter 'Atike Sultane. He was at the same time 
appointed third vizier but banished soon after 
Ibrahim’s death 1058/1648) to Crete. In Shawwal 
1062/Sept. 1652, he returned to Istanbul and was 
appointed to the charge of the defences of the 
Dardanelles. In Shawwal 1063/Sept. 1653, he was 
given the governorship of Ofen, but deprived of it 
in Dhu d-Ka'da 1065/Sept. 1655, and in Rabi' II 
1066/Feb. 1656, appointed governor of Silistria. 
On 9 Radjab 1066/3 May 1656 he was appoin­
ted Grand Admiral. On 3 Ramadan 1066/26 
June 1656, while in command of the Ottoman fleet 
sent out against the Venetians, he suffered a severe 
defeat in the Dardanelles, the greatest naval reverse 
inflicted on Turkey since the battle of Lepanto; the 
Venetians then occupied the islands commanding the 
Dardanelles and thus severed links with the Mediter­
ranean for the Turks (cf. Kâtib Celebi, Juhfat al- 
kibdrfi asfdr al-bihdr, Istanbul 1329, 133-4; Na'iınâ, 
Ta’rikh1, vi, 183-5; Von Hammer, GOR, v, 649 ff.). 
The whole weight of the Sultan’s wrath fell upon 
Ken'ân Paşha who was immediately thrown into 
prison. He was finally released on the intercession of 
his Russian countrywoman, the Sultâna-mother 
(Kösem Walide; [j.r.]) but was dismissed from the 
office of Grand Admiral almost immediately on 
26 Ramadan 1066/18 July 1656. Two years 
later he was appointed KâHm-makâm of the imperial 
stirrup {rikâb-i hümâyûn), but the very next month 
dismissed again and sent to Bursa as commander
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